











Merger Regulation, for the Airline Industry*




As airline mergers reduce competition in the airline industry, antitrust
authorities try to regulate them. This paper aims to analyze the similarities and
differences between the merger regulation, of US antitrust law for the airline
industry and that of EC competition law. Examining the competition issues
considered by both antitrust authorities, for the United Airlines/US Airways case
and the Air France/KLM case for the U.S. and the EU, respectively, the difference
of the approach to market definition, entry barriers, the assessment of the market
power and the remedies to approve the mergers will be clarified.
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